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Abstract 


This study aimed to assess the level of knowledge of agribusiness students on animal farming 
as basis for developing instructional materials. The study used a quantitative descriptive 
research method using test questionnaires to gather data from the respondents. A total of 92 
students participated in the study using a purposive sampling design. The results showed that 
the socio-demographic profiles of the students are not factors for their learning. Furthermore, 
the students had poor to fair knowledge of livestock farming as only a few hit the passing 
rate of 75% and many scored less than the passing mark. The study recommends developing 
new instructional materials, enhancing the course content, providing actual and hands-on 
training, encouraging students to participate in livestock farming activities, and conducting 
another comprehensive study to determine students’ adaptability and capability, recognize 
individual strengths, and pinpoint weaknesses in learning animal agriculture. These can help 
improve the knowledge level of undergraduate agribusiness students about livestock farming 
and prepare them for careers in the industry. 
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Introduction 


Santo Tomas College of Agriculture Sciences and Technology offers a four-year 
Agri-related program, the Bachelor of Science in Agribusiness. The program is designed to 
expose and educate students regarding the basics of the diverse field of agriculture and the 
complex of business education as the foundation of the career path. However, several authors 
around the world have also researched the lack of agricultural literacy and poor public image 
in agriculture (Duncan et al., 2004). Hence, this study determined the knowledge of the 
agribusiness students in the field of agriculture and answered if there was still a need for 
supplementary sources of learning to fully equip these students with the knowledge, 
especially in animal farming. Flanders and Gillespie (2015) argued that success in raising 
livestock and poultry depends on several factors such as requiring every farmer's skill, 


knowledge, and patience. 


Methodology 


The study used a quantitative descriptive research methodology to assess the 
knowledge of agribusiness students about animal agribusiness. A purposive sampling design 
was used in determining the participants of the study. The participants were the ninety-two 
(92) third-year students of the four-year Bachelor of Science in Agribusiness program of 


Santo Tomas College of Agriculture Sciences and Technology. 


Quantitative data was gathered using a test questionnaire divided into five (5) parts. 
The first part was the respondents’ profiles, including age, gender, and family monthly 
income, the second part was the test questionnaires determining the students’ knowledge of 
animal agriculture on the aspects of animal farming technologies, the third part was the test 
questionnaire that determined the students’ knowledge on concepts and issues towards 
animal rights, the fourth part was another set of test questionnaires to evaluate the knowledge 
of the students on the laws, policies, and programs for animal welfare, and lastly, the fifth 
part was a set of questions to test the student’s knowledge of the effect of the animal industry 
on the environment. A total of eighty (80) items self-made and content-validated test 


questionnaires were organized in a multiple-choice question to evaluate the knowledge of the 
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respondents. The test questionnaires were laid on remembering, analyzing, evaluating, and 
applying cognitive processes. The test questionnaires were accomplished through Google 
Forms answered by the respondents online and in a paper and pen method where the 
respondents answered the test survey on the spot. The score of the students was rated from 0 


to 100 percent of which the passing grade was 75 percent. 


Descriptive statistics such as frequency counts and percentages were employed to 
determine the student’s knowledge of animal agriculture. Coefficients using the average 
weighted mean were used to test the level of significance of knowledge of the agribusiness 


student about animal farming per their socio-demographic profiles. 


Findings 

The gathered data showed that the majority of the students have poor results and only 
a few had fair results. This implies that almost all of the respondents have less knowledge of 
animal agriculture. In the part to determine the knowledge of students on animal farming 
technology, only six participants reached the passing rate of 75%. In determining the 
students’ knowledge of concepts and issues towards animal rights, only one participant met 
the passing rate. In evaluating the knowledge of the students on the laws, policies, and 
programs for animal welfare and testing the student’s knowledge of the effect of the animal 
industry on the environment, everybody got below the passing rate. Other factors causing the 
low scores of the students were to be considered. Lastly, the result of the study showed no 
significant relationship in the knowledge of animal agriculture to age, sex, family size, family 
income, and family occupation. There was no direct evidence found to prove the relationship 


of knowledge of animal farming with the socio-demographic status of the students. 


Conclusion 

The findings of the study also led the proponents to conclude that the third-year 
BSAB students had poor perceptions of some aspects of animal agriculture, thus, they need 
innovation in instructional materials. Further, the study also draws another conclusion that 
there is no relationship between the knowledge of animal agriculture on the student’s age, 


sex, family size, family income, and occupation. 
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